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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments liave been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Li (USPN 7318022). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, macliine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 1-17 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

4. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as not falling within one of the four 
statutory categories of invention. While the claims recite a series of steps or acts to be 

performed, a statutory "process" under 35 U.S.C. 101 must (1) be tied to another 
statutory category (such as a particular apparatus), or (2) transform underlying subject 
matter (such as an article or material) to a different state or thing (Reference the May 
15, 2008 memorandum issued by Deputy Commissioner for Patent Examining Policy, 
titled "Clarification of 'Processes' under 35 U.S.C. 101" - publicly available at 
USPT0.GOV, "memorandum to examining corps"). The Instant claims neither 
transform underlying subject matter nor positively tie to another statutory category that 
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accomplishes the claimed method steps, and therefore do not qualify as a statutory 
process. 

5. Claims 14-17 and 19-20 are drawn to a "system" as recited in the preamble. The 
specification, however, indicates that "the present invention can be realized in 
hardware, software, or a combination of hardware and software" {paragraph 38 of the 
published application). Therefore, the system claims are considered implemented in 
computer program and as such is non-statutory subject matter. See MPEP § 
2106.IV.B.1 .a. Data structures not claimed as embodied in computer readable media 
are descriptive material per se and are not statutory because they are not capable of 
causing functional change in the computer. See, e.g., Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1361, 31 
USPQ2d at 1760 (claim to a data structure perse held nonstatutory). Such claimed 
data structures do not define any structural and functional interrelationships between 
the data structure and other claimed aspects of the invention, which permit the data 
structure's functionality to be realized. In contrast, a claimed computer readable 
medium encoded with a data structure defines structural and functional 
interrelationships between the data structure and the computer software and hardware 
components which permit the data structure's functionality to be realized, and is thus 
statutory. Similarly, computer programs claimed as computer listings perse, i.e., the 
descriptions or expressions of the programs are not physical "things." They are neither 
computer components nor statutory processes, as they are not "acts" being performed. 
Such claimed computer programs do not define any structural and functional 
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interrelationships between tlie computer program and otiier claimed elements of a 
computer, which permit the computer program's functionality to be realized. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. Claims 21 -26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The term "computer-readable storage 
medium" is not found in the original specification. The original specification, however, 
includes various computer storage units. Since these various computer storage units 
are inherently readable by the computer system, applicant is allowed to amend the 
specification to include the term "computer-readable storage medium" to overcome this 
112 issue. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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8. Claims 1-9, 11-12, 14-16, 19-23, and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Richardson et al. (USPN 7295963) in view of Li (USPN 
7318022). 

9. Regarding claims 1,8,14, and 21 , Richardson et al. disclose an autonomic 
translation method, computer-implemented business method, system {computer system 
in figure 1), and computer-readable storage medium {computer-memory in figure 1), 
comprising: 

receiving content to be translated {source document 302 in figure 3 or referring to 
col. 6, lines 47-56); 

translating the content from a first language into a single translation in a second 
language using a translation resource {automatic translation 330 and automatically 
generated translation 304 in figure 3 or referring to col. 6, lines 47-56); 

providing translation process details corresponding to the translation to a user 
{step 402 in figure 4; providing translation with confidence metrics); and 

receiving feedback pertaining to the translation based on the translation process 
details from the user {steps 404-408 in figure 4). 

Richardson et al. fail to specifically disclose that the translation process details 
specifying, for a particular word in the content, a context of the translation that is based 
on words in the content surrounding the particular word in which the translating 
occurred. However, Li teaches that the translation process details specifying, for a 
particular word in the content, a context that is based on words in the content 
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surrounding the particular word in wlnicli the translating occurred {col. 11, lines 5-33, 
surround context of the word in question; also referring to the operation of figure 5 for 
detail description of processing of relying on surround context of the word in question). 

Since Richardson et al. and Li are analogous in the art because they are from the 
same field of endeavor, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify Richardson et al. by incorporating the teaching of Li in 
order to improve translation accuracy by specifying the context or meaning of the word 
to the translator. 

10. Regarding claims 2, 4-7, 15, and 22, Richardson et al. further disclose updating 
the translation resource based on the feedback {referring to the operation of figure 4; 
updating is done based on translation and confidence metrics), wherein the method is 
computer-implemented {col. 3, lines 4-20), wherein the content is received on a server 
over the network from a user operating a client {col. 8, lines 15-53), wherein the 
feedback is received from a user requesting the translation {figure 4; the user correct 
translation), wherein the providing step comprises displaying the content in the first 
language and in the second language in an interface page {monitor 191 in figure 1; also 
referring to col. 8, lines 40-53). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 3, Richardson et al. fail to specifically disclose the method of 
claim 1, wherein the translation process details specify a context in which the content 
was translated from the first language to the second language. Branson et al. teach 
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that the translation process details specify a context in which the content was translated 
from the first language to the second language {col. 3, lines 25-51, "meaning code" is 
provided for end user to correct ttie translation; and or referring to col. 1, lines 33-46; 
ttie meaning of a word is determined based on surrounding words). 

Since Richardson et al. and Brandon et al. are analogous in the art because they 
are from the same field of endeavor, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of invention to modify Richardson et al. by incorporating the 
teaching of Brandon et al. in order to improve translation accuracy by specifying the 
context or meaning of the word to the translator. 

12. Regarding claims 9, 16, and 23, Richardson et al. further disclose providing an 
interface page to the user {figure 5B, client computing device 522 includes monitor and 
input mechanisms for the user to enter source text), wherein the confidence metric of 
the translation is displayed in the interface page {client computer device 522 in figure 5B 
and also referring to monitor 191 in figure 1; or step 402 in figure 4; the context of the 
translation is taught in Brandon reference in claims 1 and 8), and wherein the interface 
page includes a mechanism for the user to provide the feedback {figure 5B, client 
computing device 522 and the operation of figure 4). 

1 3. Regarding claims 11-12,1 9-20, and 25-26, Richardson et al. further disclose 
wherein the method is implemented over a network {figure 5B), wherein the user 
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operates a client and communicates tine content to a server in the first language for 
translation into the second language {figure 5B; server translation). 

14. Claims 10, 13, 17, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Richardson et al. (USPN 7295963) in view of Li (USPN 7318022), 
and further in view of official notice. 

15. Regarding claims 10, 13, 17, and 24, Richardson et al. fail to specifically disclose 
wherein the translation resource comprises a field dictionary, and the translating is 
performed on a subscription basis. However, examiner takes office official notice that 
domain-specific or field-specific dictionary and providing translation service to 
subscribed users are well-known in the translation art. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to readily realize that using 
domain- or field-specific dictionary would produce a more accurate translation and that 
the translation service is provided for subscribed users. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Li (USPN 7346487) is considered pertinent to the claimed 

invention. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HUYEN X. VO whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7631 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Edouard can be reached on 571-272-7603. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned Is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (BBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/HuyenXVo/ 12/5/2008 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2626 



